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1. Introduction 

1.1 OVERVIEW 

The Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD or District) is proposing a comprehensive modernization 

of  John F. Kennedy High School, located at 11254 Gothic Avenue, City of  Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 

California. Comprehensive Modernization Projects are designed to address the most critical physical needs of  

the building and grounds at LAUSD campuses. Specifically, the John F. Kennedy High School campus 

(Kennedy HS or Campus) Comprehensive Modernization Project (Project) would include building 

replacement, renovation, modernization, and reconfiguration. The proposed Project is required to undergo an 

environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This Initial Study 

provides an evaluation of  the potential environmental consequences associated with this proposed Project. 

1.2 BACKGROUND  

On July 31, 2008, the LAUSD Board of  Education (BOE) adopted a Resolution Ordering an Election and 

Establishing Specifications of  the Election Order for the purpose of  placing Measure Q, a $7 billion bond 

measure, on the November election ballot to fund the renovation, modernization, construction, and expansion 

of  school facilities. On November 4, 2008, the bond passed. The nationwide economic downturn in 2009 

resulted in a decline in assessed valuation of  real property, which restricted the District's ability to issue Measure 

Q bonds and the remaining unissued Measures R and Y funds. Once assessed valuation improved, the BOE 

could authorize the issuance of  bond funds.1 

On December 10, 2013, the District refined their School Upgrade Program (SUP) to reflect the intent and objectives 

of  Measure Q as well as the updated needs of  District school facilities and educational goals.2 Between July 2013 

and November 2015, the SUP was analyzed under CEQA criteria in a Program Environmental Impact Report 

(Program EIR). On November 10, 2015, the BOE certified the Final SUP Program EIR.3  

On December 13, 2016, the BOE approved the Project definition for the proposed Project to provide facilities 

that are safe, secure, and better aligned with the current instructional program. The proposed Project is designed 

to address the most critical physical concerns of  the building and grounds at the Campus while providing 

renovations, modernizations, and reconfiguration as needed.4 On September 18, 2018, the BOE was informed 

that Facility Services Division had refined the scope for the 11 school sites, including Kennedy HS. 

                                                      
1  LAUSD. Board of Education Report. Report. 13/14 ed. Vol. 143. Los Angeles, CA: LAUSD, 2013.  
2  LAUSD. Board of Education Report. Report. 13/14 ed. Vol. 143. Los Angeles, CA: LAUSD, 2013. 
3  LAUSD. LAUSD Board of Education Report- LAUSD Regular Meeting Stamped Order Of Business. Report. 15/16 ed. Vol. 

159. Los Angeles, CA: LAUSD, 2015. 
4  LAUSD. LAUSD Board of Education Report- Amendment to the Facilities Services Division Strategic Execution Plan to Approve 

Project Definitions for 11 Comprehensive Modernization Project. Report. 16/17 ed. Vol. 205. Los Angeles, CA. LAUSD, 2015. 
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1.3 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT  

The environmental compliance process is governed by the CEQA5 and the State CEQA Guidelines.6 CEQA 

was enacted in 1970 by the California Legislature to disclose to decision-makers and the public the significant 

environmental effects of  Projects and to identify ways to avoid or reduce the environmental effects through 

feasible alternatives or mitigation measures. Compliance with CEQA applies to California government agencies 

at all levels: local, regional, and state agencies, boards, commissions, and special districts (such as school districts 

and water districts). 

LAUSD is the lead agency for this proposed Project and is therefore required to conduct an environmental 

review to analyze the potential environmental effects associated with the proposed Project. 

California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21080(a) states that analysis of  a projectõs environmental 

impact is required for any òdiscretionary projects proposed to be carried out or approved by public agencieséó 

In this case, LAUSD has determined that an initial study is required to determine whether there is substantial 

evidence that construction and operation of  the proposed Project would result in environmental impacts. An 

initial study is a preliminary environmental analysis to determine whether an environmental impact report 

(EIR), a mitigated negative declaration (MND), or a negative declaration (ND) is required for a project.7  

When an initial study identifies the potential for significant environmental impacts, the lead agency must prepare an 

EIR,8 however, if all impacts are found to be less-than-significant or can be mitigated to a less-than-significant level, 

the lead agency can prepare a ND or MND that incorporates mitigation measures into the project.9 

1.4 ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS 

A òprojectó means the whole of  an action that has a potential for resulting in either a direct physical change in 

the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, and that is any of  

the following: 

1) An activity directly undertaken by any public agency including but not limited to public works construction 
and related activities clearing or grading of land, improvements to existing public structures, enactment and 
amendment of zoning ordinances, and the adoption and amendment of local General Plans or elements 
thereof pursuant to Government Code Sections 65100-65700. 

2) An activity undertaken by a person which is supported in whole or in part through public agency contacts, 
grants, subsidies, loans, or other forms of assistance from one or more public agencies. 

3) An activity involving the issuance to a person of a lease, permit, license, certificate, or other entitlement for 
use by one or more public agencies. (California Code of Regulations [CCR] § 15378[a])  

                                                      
5  California Public Resources Code, §21000 et seq (1970). 
6  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, §15000 et seq. 
7  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, §15063. 
8  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, §15064. 
9  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, §15070. 
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The proposed actions by LAUSD constitute a òprojectó because the activity would result in a direct physical 

change in the environment and would be undertaken by a public agency. All òprojectsó in the State of  California 

are required to undergo an environmental review to determine the environmental impacts associated with 

implementation of  the project.  

1.4.1 Initial Study 

This Initial Study was prepared in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, as amended, to 

determine if  the project could have a significant impact on the environment. The purposes of  this Initial 

Study, as described in the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15063, are to 1) provide the lead agency with 

information to use as the basis for deciding whether to prepare an EIR or ND; 2) enable the lead agency 

to modify a project, mitigating adverse impacts before an EIR is prepared, thereby enabling the Project to 

qualify for a negative declaration; 3) assist the preparation of  an EIR, if  one is required; 4) facilitate 

environmental assessment early in the design of  a project; 5) provide documentation of  the factual basis 

for the finding in an ND that a project will not have a significant effect on the environment; 6) eliminate 

unnecessary EIRs; and 7) determine whether a previously prepared EIR could be used with the project. 

The findings in this Initial Study have determined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is the 

appropriate level of  environmental documentation for this Project. 

1.4.2 Mitigated Negative Declaration 

The MND includes information necessary for agencies to meet statutory responsibilities related to the 

proposed Project. State and local agencies will use the MND when considering any permit or other approvals 

necessary to implement the Project. A preliminary list of  the environmental topics that have been identified 

for study in the MND is provided in the Initial Study Checklist (Chapter 4). 

One of  the primary objectives of  CEQA is to enhance public participation in the planning process; public 

involvement is an essential feature of  CEQA. Community members are encouraged to participate in the 

environmental review process, request to be notified, monitor newspapers for formal announcements, and 

submit substantive comments at every possible opportunity afforded by the District. The environmental review 

process for this Project provides several opportunities for the public to participate through public notice and 

public review of  CEQA documents. A Notice of  Intent (NOI) to adopt an MND will be published in both an 

English and Spanish language newspaper; posted at the Project site and with the local and State repositories; 

and direct mailed and/or distributed to Parents/Guardians of  students, tenants, and property-owners within a 

0.25 mile radius. Copies of  this IS/MND will be available at multiple repositories including Kennedy HS and 

online at the Office of  Environmental Health and Safety website at: http://achieve.lausd.net/CEQA. In 

addition, the District will host a CEQA community meeting for the Project. Additionally, LAUSD will respond 

to IS/MND public comments in the Final MND. 
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1.4.3 Tiering 

This type of  Project is one of  many that were analyzed in the LAUSD SUP Program EIR (SUP Program EIR) 

that was certified by the LAUSD BOE on November 10, 2015.10 LAUSDõs SUP Program EIR meets the criteria 

for a Program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 (a)(4) as one òprepared on a series of  actions that can 

be characterized as one large Project and are relatedé[a]s individual activities carried out under the same 

authorizing statutory or regulatory authority and having generally similar environmental effects which can be 

mitigated in similar ways.ó  

The Program EIR enables LAUSD to streamline future environmental compliance and reduces the need for 

repetitive environmental studies.11 The Program EIR serves as the framework and baseline for CEQA analyses 

of  later projects through a process known as òtiering.ó Under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15152(a) and 15385, 

òTieringó refers to using the analysis of  general matters contained in a broader EIR (such as one prepared for 

a program) with later EIRs and negative declarations on narrower projects; incorporating by reference the 

general discussions from the broader EIR; and concentrating the later EIR or negative declaration solely on the 

issues specific to the later project.12 

The Program EIR is applicable to all projects implemented under the SUP. The Program EIR provides the 

framework for evaluating environmental impacts related to ongoing facility upgrade Projects planned by the 

District.13 Due to the extensive number of  individual Projects anticipated to occur under the SUP, Projects 

were grouped into four categories based on the amount and type of  construction proposed. The four categories 

of  Projects are as follows:14 

Á Type 1 ð New Construction on New Property 

Á Type 2 ð New Construction on Existing Campus 

Á Type 3 ð Modernization, Repair, Replacement, Upgrade, Remodel, Renovation, and Installation 

Á Type 4 ð Operational and Other Campus Changes 

The proposed Project is categorized as Type 2 ð New Construction on Existing Campus, which includes 

demolition and new building construction on existing campuses and the replacement of  school buildings on 

the same location, and Type 3 ð Modernization, Repair, Replacement, Upgrade, Remodel, Renovation, and 

Installation, which includes modernization and infrastructure upgrades. The evaluation of  environmental 

impacts related to Type 2 and Type 3 projects, and the appropriate project design features and mitigation 

measures to incorporate, are provided in the Program EIR. 

                                                      
10  Program EIR for the School Upgrade Program. Report. 2015. http://achieve.lausd.net/ceqa. 
11  Program EIR for the School Upgrade Program. Report. 2015. http://achieve.lausd.net/ceqa. 
12 California Code of Regulations Title 14, § 3 Article 1-15152(a). 
13  Ibid, at 4-8. 
14  Ibid, at 1-7. 
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The proposed Project is considered a site-specific project under the Program EIR; therefore, this MND is tiered 

from the SUP Program EIR. The Program EIR is available for review online at http://achieve.lausd.net/ceqa 

and at LAUSDõs Office of Environmental Health and Safety, 333 South Beaudry Avenue, 21st Floor, Los 

Angeles, CA 90017. 

1.4.4 Project Plan and Building Design  

The Project is subject to the California Department of  Education (CDE) design and siting requirements, and 

the school architectural designs are subject to review and approval by the California Division of  the State 

Architect (DSA). The proposed Project, along with all other SUP-related project, is required to comply with 

specific design standards and sustainable building practices. Certain standards assist in reducing environmental 

impacts, such as the California Green Building Code (CALGreen Code)15, LAUSD Standard Conditions of  

Approval (SC), and the Collaborative for High-Performance Schools (CHPS) criteria.16  

California Green Building Code. Part 11 of  the California Building Standards Code is the California 

Green Building Standards Code, also known as the CALGreen Code. The CALGreen Code is a statewide 

green building standards code and is applicable to residential and non-residential buildings throughout 

California, including schools. The CALGreen Code was developed to reduce GHG emissions from 

buildings; promote environmentally responsible, cost-effective, healthier places to live and work; reduce 

energy and water consumption; and respond to the environmental directives of  the Department of  

Housing and Community Development. 

Standard Conditions of  Approval for District Construction, Upgrade, and Improvement Projects. 

Standard Conditions of  Approval for District Construction, Upgrade, and Improvement Projects were 

adopted by the BOE on February 5, 2019 (Board Report Number 241-18/19). SCs are environmental 

standards that are applied to District construction, upgrade, and improvement projects during the 

environmental review process by the OEHS CEQA team to offset potential environmental impacts. The 

SCs were largely compiled from established LAUSD standards, guidelines, specifications, practices, plans, 

policies, and programs. For each SC, applicability is triggered by factors such as the project type and 

existing conditions. These SCs are implemented during the planning, construction, and operational phases 

of  the projects. The BOE adopted a previous version of  the SCs as a supplement to the Program 

Environmental Impact Report (Program EIR) for the School Upgrade Program, which was certified by 

the BOE on November 10, 2015 (also Board Report No. 159-15/16). The most recently adopted SCs 

(LAUSD 2018) were updated in order to incorporate and reflect recent changes in the laws, regulations 

and the Districtõs standard policies, practices and specifications (e.g., the Design Guidelines and Design 

Standards, which are routinely updated and are referenced throughout the Standard Conditions).17  

                                                      
15  California Green Building Standards Code, Title 24, Part 11. 
16  The Board of Educationõs October 2003 Resolution on Sustainability and Design of High Performance Schools directs staff to 

continue its efforts to ensure that every new school and modernization Project in the District, from the beginning of the design 
process, incorporate CHPS (Collaborative for High Performance Schools) criteria to the extent possible. 

17  LAUSD. 2018. Standard Conditions of Approval for District Construction, Upgrade, and Improvement Projects. Accessed, May 8, 2019. 
https://achieve.lausd.net/cms/lib/CA01000043/Centricity/Domain/135/2018_Standard_Conditions_UPDATE_final.pdf. 
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Collaborative for High-Performance Schools. The proposed Project would include CHPS criteria points 

under seven categories: Integration, Indoor Environmental Quality, Energy, Water, Site, Materials and Waste 

Management, and Operations and Metrics. LAUSD is committed to sustainable construction principles and has 

been a member of  the CHPS since 2001. CHPS has established criteria for the development of  high-

performance schools to create a better educational experience for students and teachers by designing the best 

facilities possible. CHPS-designed facilities are healthy, comfortable, energy efficient, material efficient, easy to 

maintain and operate, commissioned, environmentally responsive site, a building that teaches, safe and secure, 

community resource, stimulating architecture, and adaptable to changing needs (CHPS 2019).18 The proposed 

Project would comply with CHPS and LAUSD sustainability guidelines. The design team would be responsible 

for incorporating sustainability features for the proposed Project, including onsite treatment of  stormwater 

runoff, òcool roof ó building materials, lighting that reduces light pollution, water and energy-efficient design, 

water-wise landscaping, collection of  recyclables, and sustainable and/or recycled-content building materials. 

Project Design Features. Project design features (PDFs) are environmental protection features that modify a 

physical element of  a site-specific project and are depicted in a site plan or documented in the project design 

plans. PDFs may be incorporated into a project design or description to offset or avoid a potential 

environmental impact and do not require more than adhering to a site plan or project design. Unlike mitigation 

measures, PDFs are not special actions that need to be specifically defined or analyzed for effectiveness in 

reducing potential impacts.  

Mitigation Measures. If, after incorporation and implementation of  federal, state, and local regulations; 

CHPS prerequisite criteria; PDFs; and SCs, there are still significant environmental impacts, then feasible and 

project-specific mitigation measures are required to reduce impacts to less than significant levels. Mitigation 

under CEQA Guidelines Section 15370 includes: 

Á Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of  an action. 

Á Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of  the action and its implementation. 

Á Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the impacted environment. 

Á Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations during the 

life of  the action. 

Á Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments. 

Mitigation measures must further reduce significant environmental impacts above and beyond compliance with 

federal, state, and local laws and regulations; PDFs; and SCs. 

                                                      
18  Collaborative for High Performance Schools. 2016. National Core Criteria. Accessed, May 8, 2019. https://chps.net/criteria/ 

national-core-criteria-0. 
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The specific CHPS prerequisite criteria and LAUSD SCs are identified in the tables under each CEQA topic.19 

Federal, state, regional, and local laws, regulations, plans, and guidelines; CHPS criteria; PDFs; and SCs are 

considered part of  the Project and are included in the environmental analysis.  

1.5 IMPACT TERMINOLOGY 

The following terminology is used to describe the level of significance of impacts. 

Á A finding of  no impact is appropriate if  the analysis concludes that the project would not affect the 

particular topic area in any way. 

Á An impact is considered less than significant if  the analysis concludes that it would cause no 

substantial adverse change to the environment and requires no mitigation. 

Á An impact is considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated if  the analysis 

concludes that it would cause no substantial adverse change to the environment with the inclusion of  

environmental commitments or other enforceable mitigation measures. 

Á An impact is considered potentially significant if  the analysis concludes that it could have a 

substantial adverse effect on the environment. If  any impact is identified as potentially significant, an 

EIR is required. 

1.6 ORGANIZATION OF THE INITIAL STUDY 

The content and format of  this report are designed to meet the requirements of  CEQA and the State CEQA 

Guidelines. The conclusions in this Initial Study are that the proposed Project would have no significant impacts 

with the incorporation of  mitigation. This report contains the following sections: 

Chapter 1, Introduction  identifies the purpose and scope of  the MND and supporting Initial Study and the 

terminology used. 

Chapter 2, Environmental Setting describes the existing conditions, surrounding land uses, general plan 

designations, and existing zoning at the proposed Project site and surrounding area. 

Chapter 3, Project Description identifies the location, provides the background, and describes the scope of  

the proposed Project in detail. 

Chapter 4, Environmental Checklist and Analysis presents the LAUSD CEQA checklist, an analysis of  

environmental impacts, and the impact significance finding for each resource topic. This section identifies the 

CHPS criteria, PDFs, Standard Conditions of  Approval, and mitigation measures, as applicable. Bibliographical 

references and individuals cited for information sources and technical data are footnoted throughout this 

CEQA Initial Study; therefore a stand-alone bibliography section is not required. 

                                                      
19 CHPS criteria are summarized. The full requirement can be found at http://www.chps.net/dev/Drupal/California. 
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Chapter 5, List of  Preparers identifies the individuals who prepared the MND and supporting Initial Study 

and technical studies and their areas of  technical specialty. 

Appendices have data supporting the analysis or contents of this CEQA Initial Study. 

A. Historic Resource Evaluation Report and DPR Form 

B Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and Energy Modeling Data 

C Tree Inventory Report 

D Cultural Resources Database Searches 

E Geotechnical Report 

F Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, Preliminary Environmental Assessment, and Electromagnetic 
Field Survey 

G Noise Modeling Data 

H Site Circulation Report
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2. Environmental Setting 

2.1 PROJECT LOCATION 

As shown in Figure 1, Regional Location, Kennedy HS is one of sixty comprehensive high schools in the Los 

Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) located 23 miles northwest of downtown Los Angeles in the San 

Fernando Valley. The approximately 27.4-acre school site is located at 11254 Gothic Avenue (Assessor Parcel 

Numbers [APNs] 2681-010-911, -910, -909) in the neighborhood of  Granada Hills in the City of  Los Angeles 

in Los Angeles County. As shown in Figure 2, Project Location, the Kennedy HS Campus is generally bound 

by Simonds Street to the north, Woodley Avenue to the east, Gothic Avenue and a portion of Index Street to 

the west, and Donmetz Street to the south.  

Regional access to the site is from the Woodley Avenue freeway exit (Exit 41) off  State Route 118 (SR-118) and 

from the San Fernando Mission Boulevard freeway exit (Exit 71B) from Interstate 405 (I-405). Public access to 

the Main Office of  Kenney HS is from Gothic Avenue from either San Fernando Mission Boulevard to the 

south or from Rinaldi Street to the north. 

Public transit to the Project site is provided via Metro Local Route 237, which has two bus stops: the 

northbound Metro 237 on the northeast corner of  Index Street and the southbound Metro 237 on the 

southwest corner of  Index Street. The Metro Local Route 237 operates seven days a week and runs between 

Granada Hills and Hollywood via Woodley Avenue.  

Additionally, the Metro Orange Line (Bus Rapid Transit) Woodley Station is located at the intersection of  

Woodley Avenue and Victory Boulevard approximately six miles south of  the Project site. 

2.2 SURROUNDING LAND USES 

As shown in Figure 3, Surrounding Land Uses, the Project site is generally surrounded by single-family 

residential homes and is approximately 720 feet (0.14-mile) northeast of the SR-118 at its closest point.  

Directly north of the Project site is Simonds Street, followed by a 220-foot-wide Los Angeles Department 

of Water and Power (LADWP) high-voltage electrical transmission line easement followed by single-family 

homes along Kalisher Street approximately 275 feet to the north of the site. A wholesale landscaping 

company is located within a portion of the easement, which continues within the easement until reaching the 

LADWP Rinaldi Receiving Station (RS) approximately 0.35 mile northeast of the Project site. The Granada 

Hills Little League fields and the Van Norman Lakes Reservoir are also located approximately 0.25 mile 

northeast of the Project site. 

Directly east of the Project site is Woodley Avenue, followed by single-family residential homes located 

approximately 100 feet east of the property boundary. 
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Directly south of the Project site is a commercial/strip mall shopping center, surface parking lot, and baseball 

batting cages. Additionally, single-family homes are located adjacent to surface parking near the tennis courts 

that are located on the southwestern corner of the Project site. The closest residence is adjacent to the Project 

siteõs property line (approximately 60 feet from the tennis courts) on Valjean Avenue. 

Single-family residential homes are located directly west of the Project site across Gothic Avenue, approximately 

60 feet east of the property boundary.  

As shown in Figure 3, Bull Creek, a concrete-lined drainage that is tributary to the Los Angeles River, flows 

from two points north to south beneath the Project site. One portion of Bull Creek enters the Campus from 

along Odessa Avenue. From here, Bull Creek transitions into subterranean pipelines immediately north of the 

Project site near the intersection of Simonds Street, Gothic Avenue, and Index Street, remains subterranean 

beneath the Project site, and then daylights at the southern property boundary near Valjean Avenue. The other 

portion of Bull Creek enters the Campus from east of Swinton Avenue and west of Woodley Avenue. No 

buildings can be built over this portion.  

2.3 CAMPUS HISTORY 

Similar to much of the San Fernando Valley, the Kennedy HS property was historically used for agricultural 

purposes through much of the early- and mid-twentieth century. Between 1952 and 1964, the rapid growth in 

Los Angeles in the postwar period extended into the San Fernando Valley, and agricultural lands were 

transformed into residential suburbs. In 1966, in response to population growth and overcrowding of nearby 

schools, voters approved funding for the construction of a new high school in the Granada Hills neighborhood, 

and preliminary plans were commissioned by the architectural firm of Stewart S. Granger & Associates. The 

school was originally planned to include 78 classrooms with a capacity of 2,500 students (Appendix A).  

The Project site was cleared and graded by 1969, in preparation for construction of the new school. The original 

Campus buildings featured a unique Mid-Century-Modern/New Formalist architectural style with central 

courtyards, hardscaping and gathering areas, and sheltered corridors and circulation corridors. Kennedy HS 

opened its doors in 1971 as part of the LAUSD (Appendix A). 

The original site plan and majority of the original buildings have remained largely unaltered since this time, 

except for the following changes. Following the 1994 Northridge Earthquake, the original Administration 

Building and Gymnasium Building experienced substantial damage. The Administration Building was 

demolished that same year and replaced in 2002 with the current building. The original gymnasium was 

demolished in 2002 and replaced the following year by the current Gymnasium Building. The site of the original 

Gymnasium was developed into a softball field after the buildingõs demolition. Additionally, tennis courts were 

constructed to the south of the Science Building, which replaced a former surface parking lot (Rincon 2018). 

In 2018, a Historical Resources Evaluation Report (see Appendix A) determined that Kennedy HS appears 

eligible for both the California Register of Historical Resources and for local designation as a historic 

district, due to its embodiment of the Mid-Century Modern/New Formalist architectural style as applied 

to an institutional/educational facility. Therefore, the building is considered a historical resource for the 

purposes of  CEQA. 
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2.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

2.4.1 Existing Campus 

Kennedy HS serves students grades 9th through 12th within the framework of small learning communities. 

Historic enrollment at Kennedy HS is shown in Table 1 below. Although most students are residents of the 

Granada Hills community, magnet students are bused in from various parts of Los Angeles to participate in 

the Architecture, Digital Arts & Film Making magnet program. Kennedy HS is also home to the Jane Addams 

Continuation High School and the Kennedy Clinic & Family Resource Center.20 

Table 1 
Enrollment at Kennedy HS, 2015-2019 

Grade 
2015 ð 2016  
School Year 

2016 ð 2017  
School Year 

2017 ð 2018  
School Year 

2018 ð 2019  
School Year 

9 573 614 622 733 

10 560 543 607 608 

11 481 494 507 545 

12 485 482 478 463 

Total Enrollment 2,099 2,133 2,214 2,349 

Source: California Department of Education 201921 

There are approximately 135 teaching staff at Kennedy HS, and the regular school day runs from 7:56 a.m. to 

2:49 p.m.22 District-operated bus service is available to special education students and students enrolled in the 

magnet program. 

As shown in Figure 4, Existing Conditions, the Project site includes a total of 48 buildings, including 18 

permanent buildings constructed in 1971, three permanent buildings added to the Campus between 2000 and 

2003, and 25 portable, non-permanent structures that were added between 1980 and 2003.  

Organized around a prominent central courtyard, the Campus consists of  one- and two-story square and 

rectangular buildings. The southern and eastern portions of  the Project site are primarily composed of  

recreational facilities in the form of  sports fields, tennis courts, a running track, and the Gymnasium. Permanent 

Campus buildings are connected to one another via sidewalks and covered breezeways (Appendix A). The 

Kennedy HS Campus Buildings are listed in Table 2 and their general locations are identified Figure 4.  

                                                      
20 John F. Kennedy High School (website). 2019. Kennedy's Architecture/Digital Design/Filmmaking Magnet. Accessed, June 25, 

2019. https://www.jfkcougars.org/apps/pages/index.jsp?uREC_ID=151953&type=d&pREC_ID=524011. 
21  California Department of Education. 2019. Enrollment Multi-Year Summary by Grade ð John F. Kennedy High Report. 

Accessed, May 9, 2019. https://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/dqcensus/EnrGrdYears.aspx?cds=19647331939941&agglevel= 
school&year=2018-19 

22  John F. Kennedy High School. 2018. 2018-19 Bell Schedule. Accessed, June 25, 2019. 
https://4.files.edl.io/6b58/08/27/18/212453-4a2d5e69-3150-40f4-8330-b7a7836467ca.pdf. 
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Table 2 
Existing Buildings and Structures 

Bldg. 
No. 

Building 
Size (Square 

Feet) 
Year 
Built 

Building 
Type 

Historic 
Contributor? 

Permanent Buildings 

1 Library Building 10,911 1971 Permanent Yes 

2 Science Building 53,893 1971 Permanent Yes 

3 2-Story Classroom Building #1 40,800 1971 Permanent Yes 

4 Student Store 1,356 1971 Permanent Yes 

5 Cafeteria Building 11,438 1971 Permanent Yes 

6 Oral Arts Building 15,349 1971 Permanent Yes 

7 
Adult School Office (Special 
Education) 

2,035 1971 
Permanent 

Yes 

8 Classroom Building #2 2,544 1971 Permanent Yes 

9 Music Building 3,764 1971 Permanent Yes 

10 Transformer/Vault 2,657 1971 Permanent No 

11 Boiler Building/Vault 4,090 1971 Permanent No 

12 Classroom Building #3 2,559 1971 Permanent No 

13 Shop Building 24,658 1971 Permanent No 

14 Utility Building 2,171 1971 Permanent No 

15 Flammable Storage 234 1971 Permanent No 

16 Sanitary Building #1 1,201 1971 Permanent No 

17 Announcers Building/Booth 68 1971 Permanent No 

18 Sanitary Building #2 1,183 1971 Permanent No 

19 Gymnasium Building 42,292 2003 Permanent No 

20 Existing Classroom Building #4 8,794 2000 Permanent No 

21 
Administration and Classroom 
Building 

45,401 2002 
Permanent 

No 

22 Lunch Pavilion 10,947 - Permanent No 

23 Concessions  192 - Permanent No 

Portable Buildings 

24 
A-876 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

869 1986 Portable No 

25 
A-877 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

869 1986 Portable No 

26 
A-878 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

869 1986 Portable No 

27 
A-879 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

867 1986 Portable No 

28 
A-880 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

869 1986 Portable No 
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Table 2 
Existing Buildings and Structures 

Bldg. 
No. 

Building 
Size (Square 

Feet) 
Year 
Built 

Building 
Type 

Historic 
Contributor? 

29 
A-881 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

867 2000 Portable No 

30 
A-2070 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

960 1994 Portable No 

31 
A-2071 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

961 1994 Portable No 

32 
A-2202 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

960 2003 Portable No 

33 
A-2203 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

960 2003 Portable No 

34 
A-2271 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

962 2003 Portable No 

35 
A-4138 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

1920 2003 Portable No 

36 
A-4139 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

1920 2003 Portable No 

37 
A-4140 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

1920 2003 Portable No 

38 
AA-4141 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

1923 2003 Portable No 

39 
AA-4142 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

1923 2003 Portable No 

40 
AA-3910 Standard Classroom 
Relocatable 

1921 2000 Portable No 

41 Single Modular 960 2003 Portable No 

42 Sanitary Building #3 480 2003 Portable No 

43 Storage Room 375 1980 Portable No 

Source: Rincon 2018; LAUSD 2011 

 

2.4.2 Existing Site Access, Circulation, and Parking 

Site Access and Circulation 

As shown in Figure 5, Site Access, Circulation, and Parking, the Project site is generally bound by Simonds 

Street to the north, Woodley Avenue to the east, Gothic Avenue to the west, and Donmetz Street to the south. 

Gothic Avenue is a northðsouth running, two-way street with one lane in each direction that binds the Project 

siteõs western perimeter. Woodley Avenue is a large northðsouth running roadway on the Project siteõs eastern 

perimeter, classified as an Avenue II by the City of  Los Angeles, with two lanes in each direction, with a10-
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foot-wide center left-turn lane dividing the opposing lanes. Woodley Avenue includes dedicated Class II bike lanes 

in each direction and provides pedestrian access to the Project side via the public sidewalk system. 

 The Kennedy HS entrance gate fronts Gothic Avenue and serves as primary access for students via a southð

north running passenger loading/school drop-off  zone. Vehicles access Gothic Avenue on northbound from 

south of  Donmetz Street, and southbound from Simonds Street. The loading/drop-off  zone is located on the 

east side of  Gothic Avenue. Parking is prohibited on the west side of  the curb; nonetheless, loading/drop-off  

occurs on the west side curb. This decreases the width of  travel lanes on Gothic Avenue.  

Vehicles on westbound and eastbound of  Simonds Street mainly come from Woodley Avenue and Gothic 

Avenue, respectively. Although prohibited, the north side and south side of  Simmonds are used for 

loading/drop-off. This creates queues on Simonds Street in both travel directions. There is a loading/unloading 

zone for school buses on Simonds Street for approximately 950 feet west of  Woodley Avenue.  

Fire department and emergency vehicle access to the Project site is also provided on Gothic Avenue and 

Simonds Street via separate fire lanes that lead to a surface parking lot on the northwestern corner of  the 

Project site. Limited access to the associated Jane Addams Continuation High School is provided via Donmetz 

Street, a short, paved local street that joins Valjean Avenue to Gothic Avenue. 

Currently, there are high pedestrian volumes from parking lot gates across the parking lot driveways, which 

creates conflicts between pedestrians and vehicles in the parking lot and driveways. There is also a high 

pedestrian at the intersection of  Gothic Avenue/Index Street and Gothic Avenue/Donmetz Street.  

Parking  

Kennedy HS has six on-site parking lots including two main staff  and faculty lots, two main student parking 

lots, and two staff  and faculty parking lots shared with the Jane Addams Continuation High School. These 

parking spaces combined provide a total of  approximately 250 parking spaces (marked and unmarked), 

including 11 accessible parking spaces and three van-accessible parking spaces. As shown on Figure 5, the two 

main staff  and faculty lots and one student parking lot is located on the north side of  Campus, and the two 

shared staff  and faculty lots and one student parking lot is located on the south side of  Campus.  

The main faculty lots are located on the northwestern corner of  Campus and in the northcentral part of  

Campus adjacent to the baseball field. Limited access to the staff  and faculty lots is provided via a gated 

driveway on Simonds Street immediately west of  the baseball field. The staff  and faculty lot located in the 

northwestern corner contains 116 marked spaces, including 4 accessible parking spaces and 1 van-accessible 

parking space. The staff  and faculty lot adjacent to the baseball field contains 3 marked spaces, including 3 

accessible parking spaces and 1-van accessible space. The main student parking lot located at the northeast 

corner of  the Campus is accessible through a gated service road at the intersection of  Woodley Avenue and 

Index Street. This lot contains 39 marked spaces, including 2 accessible parking spaces, and approximately 50 

bicycle racks are provided. 

The two shared staff  and faculty parking lots are located at the south side of  the Campus, north and east of  

the Jane Addams High School. The parking lot on the north side of  Jane Addams High School contains 11 

marked spaces and the parking lot on the eastside contains 12 marked spaces, including 2 accessible parking 
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spaces and 1 van-accessible space. The staff  and faculty parking lot immediately west off  the football/soccer 

field contains 15 marked spaces. The student parking lot on the south side of  the school adjacent to the tennis 

courts is unmarked, or the markings have faded but could accommodate an estimated 45 vehicles. These two 

shared staff  and faculty lots and student lot can be accessed through a gated entrance on Donmetz Street, 150 

feet east of  Gotchic Avenue. 

2.5 GENERAL PLAN AND EXISTING ZONING 

As shown in Figure 6a, General Plan Land Use Designations, and Figure 6b, Zoning Designations, the 

proposed Project site (APNs 2681-010-911, -910, -909) has a General Plan Land Use Designation of òPublic 

Facilitiesó and is zoned as PF-1. The òPFó zone allows for construction/alteration/enlargement of structures 

onsite for secondary schools. The land use element of the General Plan is comprised of 35 community plans, 

which guide the future development of the City of Los Angeles. The Project site is within the Granada Hills-

Knollwood Community Plan Area.  

The surrounding single-family neighborhoods are zoned low density residential (RS-1); Bull Creek is zoned 

open space (OS-1); the LADWP easement is zoned public facilities (PF-1); and the commercial property to the 

south of the Project site is zoned C1-1VL, where ò1ó is the Height District No. 1 and òVLó is Very Limited 

Height District.  

The California legislature grants school districts the power to exempt school property from local zoning 

requirements, provided the school district complies with the terms of Government Code Section 53094. 

Pursuant to this code, in 2019, the LAUSD Board of Education adopted a resolution to exempt all LAUSD 

school sites from local land use regulations.23 

2.6 NECESSARY APPROVALS 

Responsible Agencies 

A òResponsible Agencyó is defined as a public agency other than the lead agency that has discretionary approval 

power over a Project (CEQA Guidelines §15381). The Responsible Agencies, and their corresponding 

approvals, for individual Projects to be implemented as part of  the SUP may include the following: 

Á California Department of  General Services, Division of  State Architect. Approval of  site-specific 

construction drawings. 

Á State Water Resources Control Board. General Construction Activity Permit, including the Storm 

Water Pollution Prevention Plan. 

Á City of  Los Angeles, Public Works Department. Permit for curb, gutter, and other offsite improvements. 

Á City of  Los Angeles, Fire Department. Approval of  plans for emergency access and emergency evacuation. 

                                                      
23  LAUSD. Board of Education Report. Report. 18/19 ed. Vol. 256. Los Angeles, CA: LAUSD, 2019. 
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Trustee Agencies 

òTrustee Agenciesó include those agencies that do not have discretionary powers, but that may review the 

IS/MND for adequacy and accuracy. Potential Reviewing Agencies for individual projects to be implemented 

under the SUP may include the following: 

State 

Á California Office of  Historic Preservation 

Á California Department of  Transportation 

Á California Resources Agency 

Á California Department of  Conservation 

Á California Department of  Fish & Wildlife 

Á Native American Heritage Commission 

Á State Lands Commission 

Á California Highway Patrol

 

Regional 

Á Metropolitan Transportation Agency 

Á South Coast Air Quality Management District 

Á Southern California Association of  Governments 

Local 

Á City of  Los Angeles Department of  Planning 

Á City of  Los Angeles Police Department 

Á City of  Los Angeles Department of  Water 

and Power 

Á City of  Los Angeles Department of  

Recreation and Parks 

Á City of  Los Angeles Department of  

Environmental Affairs

 
Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project area 

requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1?  

Yes. See Section XIX, Tribal Cultural Resources for more information. 

Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and Project 

proponents to discuss the level of  environmental review, identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal 

cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process (see PRC 

Section 21083.3.2). Information may also be available from the California Native American Heritage 

Commissionõs Sacred Lands File per PRC Section 5097.94 and the California Historical Resources Information 

System administered by the California Office of  Historic Preservation. Please also note that PRC Section 

21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to confidentiality. 
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3. Project Description 

3.1 BACKGROUND 

Purpose and Need for the Project. The proposed Project has been developed under the LAUSDõs SUP to 

improve student health, safety and education through the modernization of school facilities. Kennedy HS was 

identified as one of 22 schools in the District most in need of an upgrade due to the physical condition of the 

facilities. Based on an assessment of the following conditions, the 22 proposed school sites were identified as 

having a multitude of critical physical conditions that may pose a health and safety risk or negatively impact a 

schoolõs ability to deliver the instructional program and/or operate:24 

Á The physical condition of  a schoolõs buildings and grounds/outdoor areas identified by the 10-year 

Facilities Condition Index (FCI), a comparative indicator of  the relative condition of  a schoolõs facilities 

in relation to the current replacement value. Where applicable, the FCI score is adjusted to reflect 

projects under way and the improved conditions that would be provided.  

Á The seismic risk factor identified using the Federal Emergency Management Agencyõs (FEMAõs) 

Hazus-MH model for determining the probability of  failure based on the predicted earthquake 

magnitude generated by specific faults, year of  construction, type of  construction, number of  stories, 

and code and construction quality at the time of  construction. 

Á Size of  food service facility, multi-purpose room/auditorium, and library determined by an assessment 

of  the difference between the size of  the core facility and the design standard for a new facility. 

Á Size of  play space determined by an assessment of  the difference between the size of  a schoolõs play 

area and the size recommended under the Rodriguez Consent Decree. 

Á Percentage of  classrooms in portable buildings calculated based on the number of  classrooms in 

portable buildings versus the number of  classrooms in permanent buildings. 

Á Adequacy of  controlled public access point based on an assessment of  whether a campus has a secured 

single point of  entry, an intercom/camera system that controls visitor access to the school site, or neither. 

Á Site density determined by an analysis of  the amount of  square footage per student at a school site. 

Goals. Projects developed under LAUSDõs 2015 SUP, which includes Comprehensive Modernization Projects, 

are intended to provide facilities that improve student health, safety, and educational quality. More specifically, 

the BOE approved SUP goals and principles are as follows: 

Á Schools Should Be Physically Safe and Secure 

                                                      
24  LAUSD. December 13, 2016. Board Report No. 205-16/17. 
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Á School Building Systems Should Be Sound and Efficient 

Á School Facilities Should Align with Instructional Requirements and Vision 

Furthermore, six core objectives/principles have been established for scoping of Comprehensive 

Modernization Projects undertaken under the SUP:25 

1) The buildings identified to be seismically vulnerable must be addressed.  

2) The buildings will be retrofitted, modernized, and/or demolished and replaced depending on the level of 
effort required to address the seismic vulnerabilities, the historic context of the building/site, and the 
approach that best ensures compliance with DSA requirements. 

3) The buildings, grounds, and site infrastructure that have significant/severe physical conditions that already 
do, or are highly likely in the near future to pose a health and safety risk, or negatively impact a schoolõs 
ability to deliver the instructional program and/or operate should be addressed. 

4) The broken or failing systems, infrastructure, and/or components in these buildings will be repaired and/or 
replaced. The comprehensive modernization project will not significantly modernize and update the 
building as a whole, nor the project demolish and replace with a new building with a few exceptions. The 
exceptions to this principle are ancillary building such as, but not limited to, lunch shelters, storage units, 
M&O buildings, and outdated and inaccessible federal buildings. 

5) The District schoolõs reliance on relocatable buildings, especially for Kð12 instruction, should be 
significantly reduced.  

6) Necessary and prioritized upgrades must be made throughout the school site in order to comply with the 
program accessibility requirements of the ADA Title II Regulations, and the provisions of the Modified 
Consent Decree (MCD). 

7) The exterior conditions of the school site will be addressed to improve the visual appearance including 
landscape, hardscape, and painting.  

8) The interior of classrooms and adjacent interior corridors that would otherwise not be addressed will be 
improved. Improvements may include new interior paint, improvements to flooring systems, and upgraded 
permanent classroom fixtures such as window treatment/blinds and whiteboards. 

As these goals and objectives are applied to the Kennedy HS Campus and community, the following Project-

specific objectives have been developed: 

1) Ensure that the buildings that have been identified as requiring seismic upgrades are addressed. 

2) Improve the overall functionality and utility of the campus.  

3) Provide a primary point of entry to the site that is secure and welcoming to students, staff, community 
members, and visitors. 

                                                      
25  Ibid. 
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4) Address compliance with Executive Order 12898: address Environmental Justice in minority populations 
and low-income populations. 

5) Reduce the reliance on portable classrooms.  

6) Maximize the use of limited bond funds to provide modern, permanent classroom facilities.  

7) Reconstruct and modernize Kennedy HS to provide an educational facility for students in the 21st century 
and beyond.  

8) Replace buildings and infrastructure that have reached the end of their useful lives.  

9) Reduce amount of stormwater runoff drainage and improve quality of runoff by increasing pervious 
surfaces on campus.  

10) Improve campus access and circulation especially for emergency vehicles and personnel. 

11) Provide upgrades throughout the school site in order to comply with the program accessibility requirements 
of the ADA Title II Regulations, and the provisions of the MCD, consistent with the District Self-Evaluation 
and Transition Plan Under the Americans with Disabilities Act.26 

12) Decrease campus energy use by upgrading or replacing facilities and incorporating standards developed by 
the CHPS.  

3.2 PROPOSED PROJECT 

The proposed Project would substantially modernize most of  the Kennedy HS Campus. As shown in Figure 

7, Proposed Site Plan and summarized in Table 3, Project Details, the proposed Project consists of  the removal 

of  portable classroom buildings, construction of  new school facilities, and improvements to existing school 

facilities. Renderings of  the new classroom are shown in Figures 8a through 8d. The Project scope also includes 

the placement of  interim facilities, as necessary and subject to all relevant codes and regulations, to replace 

facilities and associated functions lost during construction. 

The proposed Project would not increase the current capacity of  the Campus. The Project would be completed 

under LAUSDõs SUP. As such, the goals of  the Project are consistent with the SUPõs goal to build, modernize, 

and repair school facilities to improve student health, safety, and educational quality. 

When completed, the proposed Project would provide 100 standard classrooms, which is a reduction of  3 

classrooms from the current count of 103 standard classrooms. Changes to the Campus buildings are 

summarized in Table 3, Project Details.  

                                                      
26  LAUSD, with the guidance of Irene Bowen, ADA One, LLG and Evan Terry Associates, LLC. Ocotber 10, 2017. Self-Evaluation 

and Transition Plan Under the Americans with Disabilities Act. Available at: 
https://achieve.lausd.net/cms/lib/CA01000043/Centricity/Domain/821/AAA%20Self-
Evaluation%20and%20Transition%20Plan%20Under%20the%20ADA%20APPROVED%20101017.pdf  







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































https://www.newspapers.com/image/166798229/(accessed


https://www.riversideca.gov/historic/pdf/Modernism.pdf
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1054/files/sfmod.pdf
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